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634 THE MONIST. 

phrase, "that every atom possesses subjectivity, a potentiality of 
feeling, out of which the soul of man is woven?" Is not this 
Tyndall's theory, though I believe he abandoned it in his later 
years ? 

Dr. Cams says "that mind is nothing but the sum total of, and 
the interactions among all these feelings." Is not this pure guessing? 
How does he cross the gulf between feeling and volition, sentiency 
and creations like the Parthenon, the Sistine Madonna, Hamlet, 
and The Descent of Man ? 

And I ask, how do we know that "character is a matter of form," 
that "life is simply a question of form ?" Dr. Cams affirms that the 
material form produces the feeling. But may it not be that the 
feeling produces the form? Can blind forces create an intelligent 
soul? May not life, which is dependent on matter for its phenom- 
enal appearance, be independent of it? Do things come to their 
fruition, not by the higher but by the lower element? 

James G. Townsend. 

Jamestown, N. Y. 

EDITORIAL REPLY. 

The Rev. James G. Townsend is a preacher highly respected 
among the fraternity of Unitarian ministers, and we give publicity 
to his criticism to show our readers the problems implied and what 
men of a different position have to say on these subjects ; but we hope 
we shall not be obliged for that reason to reply to all the questions 
that he raises, because they would actually demand the writing of 
whole volumes in order to be thoroughly answered. We can only 
say that the monistic world-conception is simple and disposes of 
many problems which in a dualistic philosophy become extremely 
involved and improbable. We can see the mind of a child grow in 
perfect parallelism with his body according to the amount of expe- 
rience that he imbibes. We have every reason to assume that the origin 
of the soul takes place simultaneously with the origin of the body, and 
so we come to the conclusion that life, the activity of a living organ- 
ism, is not a substance but a function. But even assuming that 
life were not a function but an entity, the difference of the life 
tendencies would originate according to their different forms and so 
even on this assumption character would remain a matter of form. 

That certain elements have a tendency to organize into life 
plasm is a matter of observation, not of theory. It can be verified 
as well as the other fact that under special conditions some elements 
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have the tendency to crystallize. The same is true of feeling. That 
feeling originates is a matter of experience and the question is 
merely how to interpret its origin. The dualistic explanation advo- 
cated in former centuries must be regarded a failure on account of 
the extraordinary complications which it involves, while a monistic 
conception has so far proved satisfactory before the tribunal of 
science. The only objections which have been raised against monism 
have been made from the standpoint of religion on account of its 
insufficiency on moral and emotional grounds. And here I believe 
that a deeper knowledge of the facts will enable us to take an attitude 
that will overcome these objections. 



